The present article examines why Swedes cooperate with the police using the framework of procedural justice theory. This theory assumes that trust in procedural justice and in the effectiveness of the police are important issues for shaping citizens' perceptions of police legitimacy. Additionally, perceived legitimacy is necessary for the recognition of police authority. When citizens recognize the right of the police to exercise authority, they are assumed to feel an obligation to obey the police, and ultimately they will have a greater tendency to cooperate with them. Because of the ongoing discussion about the meaning and conceptualization of the concept of 'legitimacy', some additional ideas are described and are also taken into account in the model that we tested. We used Structural Equation Modelling (SEM) to do the analysis which was conducted on data available from the European Social Survey (ESS) Round 5. The results indicate that trust in the procedural justice of the police plays an important role in the explanation of citizens' willingness to cooperate with the police through perceptions of moral alignment and one's feeling of obligation to obey the police. However, there is still a high percentage of individual variance in willingness to cooperate with the police that cannot be explained by the model we tested. The implications of the findings are discussed.
Introduction and research problem
Trust in modern democracies has long been said to be declining (Catterberg and Moreno 2005; Nye 1997 ). This theme has been studied by scholars in the fields of psychology, sociology and especially the political sciences. Trust in the institutions of law enforcement is at the basis of the democratic political system. Without trust, democracy is at risk, mainly because law enforcement loses its legitimacy in the absence of trust. According to Huyse, a scholar in the sociology of law, 'legitimacy and clout' are the pillars upon which every democracy rests. Legitimacy means 'the conviction, in large sections of the population that political institutions and their equipment are worth public trust'. Huyse defines clout as 'the government's ability to take care of insecurity, work and prosperity'. A long-term weakening *BLINDED Manuscript (Without Author Contact Information) Click here to view linked References   1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 of one of these pillars may cause the fall of a democracy (Huyse 1996, p.7) . Without legitimacy, institutions of law enforcement such as the police, the judiciary and the public prosecution service risk losing important resources: the willingness of the public to obey them and to consider them legitimate might disappear, and young people might lose their motivation to apply for jobs in law enforcement (Tyler 2006a (Tyler , 2007 (Tyler , 2011 . Furthermore, the willingness of the public to comply with the law might decrease when the institutions of law enforcement are distrusted (Nye 1997) . The central idea that lies behind this study is that if people trust the criminal justice system, they will regard it as a form of legitimate authority; they will then defer to this authority, obey the law, and in consequence cooperate with the justice system (Hough et al. 2010; Jackson et al. 2012) . The aim of this article is to test this idea to see if it explains why Swedes are willing to cooperate with the police, who are part of the criminal justice system.
The present study draws on insights gained from Tyler's procedural justice model; this has primarily been explored in English-speaking cultures, but has not yet been sufficiently tested in the varied cultural settings of continental and Northern Europe. For that reason, a common criticism of the procedural justice model is that it has most frequently been applied in English-speaking countries with common law legal systems that are substantially different from the continental legal systems (Hough et al. 2010; Reisig, Tankebe & Mesko 2013) . A significant question is therefore whether this theoretical framework can be applied in other contexts, such as Northern Europe, where the legal systems and the position of the police within them are often very different (although in all countries both these institutions want to be perceived as legitimate). This question is of particular relevance given the ever-increasing pluralism and mobility of the modern world. That consideration apart, it is also essential to test the scope of theories. A theory cannot pretend to be the final, certain truth. A theory can be corroborated, and should be retained provisionally as the best available theory only until it is shown to be false (Popper 1959 ). This study is of practical as well as theoretical relevance.
A test of procedural justice theory in the Swedish context could offer a contribution to the further development of policing strategies. As Tankebe (2009) noticed, studies in which a theory is re-tested enable us to learn about the differences and similarities between societies.
On the one hand, similar societies can copy ideas or policy innovations from each other; on the other hand, studies like these can help to avoid the 'blind' transportation of strategies from one social context to another.
Before taking a closer look at the results of the theory test, we will sketch out the theoretical framework of this study. We also consider the ongoing discussion about the meaning and conceptualization of the concept of 'legitimacy', which is a key concept within procedural justice theory. In the next paragraph we highlight some earlier studies on trust in Sweden. We also consider some studies in which the role of procedural justice was tested to explain the willingness of people to cooperate with the police. The theoretical framework and the different views of the conceptualization of legitimacy have led to a testable path model to explain the willingness of the public to cooperate with the police. The analysis is based on the most recent edition of the European Social Survey (ESS 2010) . The testable path model led us to specific hypotheses that are described in detail below, and we follow these by a description of the data and of the operationalization of the concepts. After a brief explanation of the method used in the study, the results of the test are shown. We end with a conclusion and discussion.
Can the attitudes and behaviour of citizens be shaped by the actions of legal authorities?
According to procedural justice theory, which was extensively developed by Tom Tyler (1988) and provided with an empirical basis by Thibaut and Walker (1975) , public trust in the criminal justice system depends on perceptions of procedural fairness or justice on the one hand and perceptions of effectiveness on the other (Benesh and Howell 2001; Hough et al. 2013a Hough et al. , 2013b Jackson et al. 2012; Tyler 2003a, 2003b; Thibaut and Walker 1975; Tyler 2006a) . With regard to the police, public trust may be affected by the extent to which the police are able to treat people fairly and to fight crime and disorder effectively. In several publications, Tyler (2003 Tyler ( , 2006a Tyler ( , 2007 Tyler ( , 2011 has shown that perceived procedural justice is more important in shaping public trust than perceived effectiveness. Fair and respectful treatment that 'follows the rules' is thus more important to citizens than obtaining outcomes that they regard as either fair or favourable to themselves (Hough et al. 2010 ). In general, there are two criteria for judging the fairness of the procedures that are used by the legal authorities: (1) the quality of decision-making and (2) the quality of the personal treatment one receives. First, citizens want to feel that authorities handle their questions and/or problems honestly, without bias, and objectively. A citizen wants to be treated and helped in the same way as any other individual in the same situation. Neutrality has to be central in the process of decision-making. Second, citizens want to be treated with dignity and respect, regardless of whether their role is that of victim, suspect or witness. They want respect for their rights and for their position within society. Lastly, in relation to both these criteria, Tyler and Fagan (2008) argued that it is important for citizens to have the opportunity to explain their views and behaviour before the police take decisions. They want to participate 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 actively in discussions during the decision-making process. If an individual believes that an authority has attempted to be fair to him/her, has treated him/her with dignity and respect and has dealt with him/her in an impartial manner, the feelings of fairness will be enhanced (Murphy 2003 (Murphy , 2005 . Public trust in the police is thus based on perceptions of police activity, but police activity itself also depends on public trust. In fact, public trust enhances the perception of police legitimacy. When citizens perceive the police to be legitimate, it means that the legal authority of the police is accepted. This results in the public being willing to obey the police, to comply with the law and even to cooperate with the police in dealing with crime and criminality. If an individual is not willing to testify, report a crime, comply with the law or obey the police, not only is the belief that the police are worthy of public trust put at risk, but public safety is also affected. Therefore, it is the responsibility of the government and the legal authorities to gain public trust (Van Damme 2013).
The concept of 'legitimacy'
Tyler ( perceptions. In this case it does not matter whether institutions meet objective criteria, as only the public perception of legitimacy matters. In this respect, it is possible to have a system of policing that commands high levels of perceived legitimacy from the policed citizens whilst also, paradoxically, failing to meet the criteria of legitimacy that would generally be accepted in a democratic society. Cultural and historical reasons can be at the basis of the different orientations of populations to authorities (Hough et al. 2013b) . Only an institution that commands high levels of empirical (or perceived) legitimacy can count on public support (Hough 2010).
1 Hough and his colleagues defined empirical legitimacy as 'the recognition and justification of the right to exercise power and influence ' (Hough et al. 2013b, p.1) . This definition is in line with that of Beetham, who defined legitimacy as 'the right to rule and the recognition by the ruled of that right' (Beetham 1991; Jackson et al. 2012; Tyler 2006b ).
1 The focus of our study is on perceptions of legitimacy. Thus, when we use the term 'legitimacy' without an adjective, we refer to empirical or perceived legitimacy.
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Thus, a legitimate authority means not only that citizens recognize the existence of this authority and the right of this authority to command respect and use force (Tyler 2006a (Tyler , 2006b ), but also that the power of this authority is justified (Jackson et al. 2012) . With regard to the police, this means that a police force that is regarded as legitimate has an entitlement to command and use force when laws are not followed, and this entitlement is recognized by the public. people feel a positive duty to obey the instructions of police officers (obligation to obey), then people will see the police as legitimate authorities (Hough et al. 2013b ). Tankebe (2013) and Bottoms and Tankebe (2012) have taken a slightly different approach. They argue that legitimacy has a dialogic character in which power-holders make claims, power-subjects respond, power-holders then perhaps adjust their claims and so on.
They believe that these dialogues can take different forms in different societies, and that the dimensions of legitimacy can thus vary in different socio-political settings (Tankebe 2013 ).
According to Tankebe (2013) , effectiveness, distributive fairness, procedural fairness and lawfulness are likely to be some of the main contents of the dimensions of police legitimacy in a liberal democracy. Effectiveness, distributive fairness and procedural fairness have to be seen as specific shared values and beliefs, and the law is an expression of recognized and accepted values within a democratic society. This conceptualization thus also draws on Beetham's (1991) idea that legitimacy contains the notions of legality and shared values.
According to Tankebe (2013) , police officers will be perceived as legitimate when people believe that the police: (1) are able to fight crime and disorder effectively (effectiveness); (2) act fairly, neutrally and respectfully (procedural fairness); (3) deal with all kinds of people In this study, following the framework of Hough, Jackson and colleagues, we also consider trust in police procedural justice and trust in police effectiveness as a means, and perceived legitimacy as an end. In other words, public trust in the police depends on how the police act, and these feelings of trust will affect perceptions of police legitimacy. But we are also aware of Tankebe's argument that an obligation to obey is theoretically different from perceived legitimacy. We also believe that feeling obliged to obey the police can, among other possible explanations, be the result of a citizen's belief that police power is justified because the police act legally and according to the main shared values that exist within with the police (see Figure 3 ) which is a combination of Tankebe's (see Figure 1 ) and Hough, Jackson and colleagues' (see Figure 2 ) frameworks. We have not taken distributive justice into account as a component of trust in the police because we believe that distributive justice is closely related to procedural justice. Handling all kinds of people in the same way can also be considered as fair handling. However, we are aware that procedural and distributive justice can be conceptually and practically distinguished. Previous studies in Sweden on the trust in law enforcement agencies are largely descriptive, and no Swedish study has so far explored why people are willing to cooperate with the police.
Recent studies on procedural justice to explain public cooperation with the police
Most of the studies in which procedural justice theory has been tested have focused on compliance as the ultimate dependent variable (e.g. Jackson et al. 2012; Murphy 2003 Murphy , 2005 Tyler 2006a ). This can be explained by saying that procedural justice theory can be seen as an answer to deterrence models. According to deterrence models, crime, or non-compliance, can be explained through the idea that people are rational economic creatures who make a costbenefit analysis before considering breaking the law. When the benefits -the advantages from committing a crime -are greater than the cost -the risk of (harsh) punishment -people will commit crime (Matsueda et al. 2006; Paternoster 2010; Pauwels et al. 2011) . Some criminologists recognize that it is not only instrumental motivations that can explain why people obey the law, but also normative motivations. This normative approach assumes that people comply with the law, not because of the fear of being punished, but because they believe it is the right thing to do and they feel morally obliged to do it (Jackson et al. 2012 , Tyler 2006a , Tyler and Huo 2002 . This is called a 'process-based model' because compliance is considered to be a result of perceived police legitimacy that is based on citizens' perceptions about police functioning, or more precisely about their procedurally just and effective behaviour ( Tankebe In their research, Tyler and Fagan (2008) examined whether the perceptions of the residents of New York City about police legitimacy, in the form of obligation to obey, trust and confidence in the police and identification with the police, shape two specific forms of cooperative behaviour; more precisely, these are not only cooperation with the police in their response to crime but also cooperation with neighbours to maintain social order within the community. They found an effect of perceived legitimacy on citizens' willingness to cooperate with the police. They measured this by asking the respondents how likely they would be to call the police to report a crime, to help the police find someone suspected of a crime or to report dangerous or suspicious activity. Cooperation with neighbours was measured by asking the respondents how likely they would be to volunteer time to help the police, to patrol the streets with others or to attend community police meetings about crime.
Tyler and Fagan found that only the perceptions about legitimacy of people of ethnic minorities had an effect, but the perceptions of white people had no effect. Perceived legitimacy itself was found to be linked to perceptions of police procedural justice, which is in line with most procedural justice studies. Similar results were found in the study by Van Damme (2013) . In this study the procedural justice model was tested on the Belgian ESS data 3 These differ mostly in the operationalization of cooperation with the police and/or legitimacy. Fleming (2008) found in their Australian study that people who believed the police to be more legitimate were more willing to assist them. The key antecedent of perceived legitimacy also seemed to be procedural justice, although the operationalization of perceived police legitimacy was not in line with most of the earlier studies. 4 Police legitimacy was measured here by asking citizens about their level of respect for the police, how much confidence they had in the police, and how well they thought the police did their job and performed in a professional manner. The element of shared values, which is one of the key notions of the concept of legitimacy, was not taken into account here. Furthermore, the last two components are more related to police performance or effectiveness. But expanding further on this point would lead us again to the ongoing discussion about the concept of legitimacy. Moreover, in their London study Bradford and Jackson (2010) did not measure legitimacy directly as earlier researchers did, but they had data on cooperation and trust in both police effectiveness and police procedural justice. In this respect, they had assessed the direct effects of trust on cooperation rather than the indirect effects through perceived legitimacy. They found that people were not only more willing to cooperate with the police if they thought the police act 4 Most studies use shared values and/or obligation to obey and/or legality and/or trust to measure the concept of legitimacy .   1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 fairly, but also if they perceived the police to be effective in fighting crime. In his study, Tankebe shown that findings can differ when the procedural justice theory is tested in different societies. The reason why these results differ from earlier studies can be found in the history of policing in Ghana. During colonial and military rule, policing in Ghana was characterized by abuse, violence, intimidation and widespread corruption. These abuses have led to a deficit in police legitimation, and the alienation of the public from the police in Ghana. Tankebe therefore argued that policing in societies such as Ghana has to focus on performance. In this respect, the police have to make it clear that they are effective in fighting crime and that they are able to provide security to the public. Only when citizens believe that the police are able to do their work will they have a greater tendency to call the police to report a crime or suspicious activities or to help the police with information on a suspect or a crime.
Considering this overview, in most of the societies in which the procedural justice theory is tested, acting in a procedurally just way is thus important in order for police officers to encourage members of the public to cooperate in combating crime. But, as Tankebe (2009) has proved, different results can be found in different societies. The aim of this study is therefore to test the procedural justice theory in the Swedish context. 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 country took bribes. Hough et al. (2013b) consider this question to be the legality dimension of legitimacy. We believe that this question refers to the level of corruption of the police. It is not because people believe the police are not corrupt that they also believe that the police always act according to the law. Taking bribes is only one aspect of non-legal behaviour.
Current focus

Fig.4 Testable path model
This article aims to test the procedural justice theory to explain Swedes' willingness to cooperate with the police, and Figure 4 visualizes possible paths in our approach.
The following hypotheses can be distilled:
H1. Perceived police legitimacy in the form of moral alignment with the police can be explained by trust in police procedural justice and trust in police effectiveness.
H1a. Relative to police effectiveness, the effect of procedural justice on moral alignment will be stronger.
H2. Feeling obliged to obey the police can be explained by feeling morally aligned with the police.
H2a. Considering Hypothesis 1, there will be an effect of trust in the police, through moral alignment, on feeling an obligation to obey the police.
H3. The willingness of Swedes to cooperate with the police can be explained by their feeling obliged to obey the police.
H3a. Considering Hypotheses 1 and 2, there will be an effect of trust in the police, through moral alignment and the feeling of obligation to obey the police. 
Measures
To make abstract concepts tangible or measurable, they need to be operationalized. This is required for the translation of a theoretical model into empirical terms and relations (Billiet 1996) . In the European Social Survey, Likert scales were used for the measurement of attitudes toward the police, so that abstract concepts were measured by well-considered sets of items (Pauwels 2012 More information about Euro-Justis can be found on the following website: http://www.eurojustis.eu 8 Originally three items were available in the data set, but the third item ('How quickly would police arrive at a violent crime scene near to where you live?') was omitted because it seriously affected the reliability scores. When the item was included, Cronbach's alpha score was low at 0.57. 
Analytical strategy
To test the hypotheses, we used structural equation modelling (SEM). SEM offers the opportunity to explore the extent to which a specific theoretical model can explain the relations between the observed variables. Structural equation models consist of a measurement model and a structural model. In the measurement model the relations between the observed and the latent variables are specified. In the study in hand, the factor analytical 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 constructed variables from Tyler's theory are the latent variables. The variables or items used in a factor analysis need to fulfil certain conditions otherwise the factor analysis is not meaningful. First, the variables need to be measured at least at interval level. Second, the number of respondents has to be satisfactory (rule of thumb: preferably at least ten times as many respondents as variables). Third, the sample must not be homogeneous (or the factor analysis does not provide clear factors), but at the same time, the sample must not consist of several subgroups (or the different factor structures will flow through each other).
All analyses were carried out with LISREL 8.53 (Jöreskog and Sörbom 2003) . The models presented in this paper show standardized factor solutions, and for the evaluation and fit of the models the root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA) is preferred over the chi-square value because large samples inevitably tend to result in large chi-square values and therefore in a negative evaluation of the model fit. As the RMSEA is least affected by the sample size, it is a good measure of close fit (Mueller 1996) . RMSEA values below 0.05 are considered acceptable (Billiet and McClendon 2000) .
Because all 'attitude item sets' are ordinal, we used weighted least squares (WLS) estimations which are based on polychoric correlations and an asymptotic covariance matrix.
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Results of the structural equation model
The theoretical path model of Figure 4 was tested. Figure 5 depicts the results of the statistical model that fits best with the data. 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 Chi-square = 133.14, df = 73, p-value = 0.000, RMSEA = 0.027
Several models were run to test the relationships between the exogenous variables trust in police procedural fairness and trust in police effectiveness on the one hand, and the endogenous variables moral alignment, feeling the obligation to obey the police and willingness to cooperate with the police on the other. We expected that moral alignment with the police would be explained by trust in police effectiveness and procedural fairness, and that moral alignment is the key mediator in explaining a feeling of obligation to obey the police and willingness to cooperate with the police, whereas we expected obligation to obey to have a direct impact on cooperation.
The Swedish data is in line with most procedural justice studies. We found strong evidence that trust in procedural justice is a key mechanism for explaining individual differences in perceived police legitimacy in the form of moral alignment. Swedes who more strongly perceived the police to be fair and respectful showed that they felt more morally aligned with the police. They believed, more than other Swedes, that the police stand up for values that are important to people like them and that the police generally have the same sense of right and wrong as they do, and they also indicated a greater level of support for how the police usually act. The findings show also a positive but less strong effect of trust in police effectiveness on moral alignment. This means that people who perceived the police to be successful at preventing crimes and catching suspects also felt more morally aligned with the police. But in this respect the effect of trust in police procedural justice (0.67) is far stronger than the effect of trust in police effectiveness (0.18). The results thus endorse our first hypothesis (H1 and H1a). Forty-four per cent of the individual variances in moral alignment are explained by trust in procedural justice and trust in police effectiveness. This is rather high. Only 56% of the individual variances in moral alignment can be explained by other variables that are not included in the model. 3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64 Lastly, our third hypothesis (H3 and H3a) is also endorsed. The results in Figure 5 show a positive but modest effect (0.17) of feeling an obligation to obey the police on willingness to cooperate with the police. In other words, respondents who indicated a stronger feeling of obligation to obey also indicated a greater tendency to report a crime, to identify a suspect or to give evidence in court. Only 3% of the individual differences in Swedes' willingness to cooperate with the police is explained by the model. Thus, 97% of the individual differences are due to other variables.
If we evaluate the structural equation model in total, procedural justice theory has received empirical support, although there are a high percentage of the individual differences in willingness to cooperate with the police that cannot be explained by our model. Adding legality as a dimension of legitimacy could probably explain a little more. However, we believe that there are many other possible explanations, such as an individual's personal morality.
Conclusion and discussion
According to the procedural justice perspective, people consider the police to be a legitimate authority when police officers act in a procedurally just and effective manner. Furthermore, it is the perception of police legitimacy that encourages people to cooperate with the police. But   1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 what do the data say about this theory applied to the context of Sweden? The findings are in line with the theory and with most of the earlier studies. Trust in police procedural justice does indeed seem to be a very strong predictor of moral alignment as a dimension of perceived police legitimacy, and trust in police effectiveness is a weaker predictor. Following
Tankebe's arguments (2009), we also considered whether feeling an obligation to obey the police is a possible outcome of perceived legitimacy. In this respect, moral alignment itself seems to have a positive effect on feeling an obligation to obey the police. This therefore means that it is necessary for the Swedish police to treat citizens fairly and respectfully, so that citizens perceive the police as legitimate, or, more precisely, so that citizens believe that they and the police share the same values and norms. This is of paramount importance, because the feeling that police and citizens are on the same side influences attitudes towards the police in the form of feeling an obligation to obey them. Trust in police procedural justice even leads to a greater willingness to cooperate with the police through moral alignment and feeling an obligation to obey the police, which means that the effectiveness of the police also depends on public trust, although we must mention that only 3% of the individual variances could be explained by the model tested. This means that many other determinants might play a role in the explanation of Swedes' willingness to cooperate with the police.
Although empirical evidence is found in favour of procedural justice theory in the Swedish context, the theory has to be tested in more countries. Tankebe (2009) has proved that results can differ between countries. In his study, he did not find a statistically significant effect of perceptions of procedurally just handling by the police on willingness to cooperate with the police. On the contrary, in Ghana perceptions about police effectiveness play a more important role. Different findings between countries could be explained by the different legal systems and the position of the police within those countries. Even the history of a country can offer an explanation. Also, the ongoing debate about the definition and operationalization of police legitimacy can help to explain different results. In particular, feeling the obligation to obey the police, which is considered to be a dimension of legitimacy in a large number of procedural justice studies, is not free of dispute. Some researchers argue that it is not a constituent of perceived legitimacy, but an outcome of perceived legitimacy. As we have already said, we follow Tankebe's reasoning and argue that a possible answer to the question of why one should feel obliged to obey the police is that one not only believes the police are legitimate, but also that one is afraid if one does not obey. We have analysed two models, one in which moral alignment and feeling the obligation to obey are considered as antecedent and outcome and one in which they are both treated as dimensions of legitimacy. Both models   1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 showed an equal model fit, which means that statistics cannot offer an answer to the question of what is actually meant by legitimacy and how it has to be measured. It is therefore a discussion of substance. In our approach, we believe that perceptions of legitimacy are not behavioural in content. We believe that one of the reasons and probably the most important reason why people feel an obligation to obey the police is because they believe the police act legally and that the police as an institution is a moral exemplar. But we also believe that there are other possible explanations of why a person feels an obligation to obey. Moreover, moral alignment or shared values as a dimension of legitimacy is also questioned. In this respect, Tyler et al. (in press ) note: 'Whether moral alignment is important in other countries, and whether it can be reasonably thought of as legitimacy, remains an open and empirical question'. In some societies the police are seen as a last resort. In these societies it is of less importance that police and citizens share the same values and norms. It is possible that the public supports the police even though there is no feeling of moral alignment. We therefore believe that moral alignment as a key notion of perceived legitimacy depends on the society.
Furthermore, there is no consensus about how perceived police legality should be measured in surveys. In the ESS, the question concerning this dimension was more about perceptions of police corruption than about whether the police generally act according to the law. We therefore did not add this dimension of legitimacy to the model, although, following
Beetham's definition of legitimacy, we do consider it to be a dimension of legitimacy. Some researchers also consider trust in the police as a constituent of legitimacy. Here, we followed the reasoning of Hough, Jackson and their colleagues, who see trust in police procedural justice and in police effectiveness more as antecedents of perceived legitimacy. In this respect, we believe that trust in police functioning contributes to whether the police are perceived as legitimate. Considering all these different approaches, we hope to have made a contribution to the ongoing discussion about the concept of legitimacy. What is legitimacy? Is there a correct answer to this question? Regarding this discussion, we believe that the answer changes from society to society. In this respect, we believe that moral alignment and legality can be seen as constituents of legitimacy in a democratic society like Sweden.
The findings of our study could also be affected by how cooperation with the police is operationalized in the ESS. Tyler and Fagan (2008) identified two different forms of cooperation with the police. The first can be seen as 'one-way' cooperation (i.e. from the public to the police). As an example, citizens cooperate with the police when they help in solving specific crimes, for example by reporting a crime. The second form of cooperation was called cooperation with neighbours in the study, but it can be seen as a 'partnership '   1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 between police and public if we look at the questions asked in the study, namely: how likely are you to volunteer time to help the police, to patrol the streets with others and to attend community police meetings about crime? Police and citizens are therefore working together to solve problems that occur within society. In the ESS only the willingness to take part in the first form of cooperation was measured. It is possible that other results will be found when the second form of cooperation is taken into account. This is because citizens will experience direct benefits, such as the protection of their own homes, from this partnership. Future studies must consider eventualities like these.
To end, we want to acknowledge a methodological point about the discussion, namely the cross-sectional nature of the survey. This means that the results cannot be interpreted in terms of causal relationships. What is more, if respondents reported that they would be willing to cooperate with the police in the future, they will not necessarily do so in 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64  65 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60  61  62  63  64 First of all, we would like to thank the reviewers for their comments. Because of the new comments, we are aware that the discussion about the concept of legitimacy is still a hot issue. Because we believe that both reviewers have different visions about the meaning and conceptualization of the concept, we have tried to take the comments into account when possible. We hope that the quality of the article is improved.
In the following we respond to the reviewers' comments 
